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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

1 . In view of amendments and Applicant's arguments, the Examiner withdraws the 
objections to claim 17. The addition of claims 18-21 has been acknowledged. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 19 is objected to because there is no antecedent basis in claim 8 for "the 
major core portion". Since "the major core portion" is supported by claim 18, the 
Examiner believes that claim 19 should be dependent claim of claim 18. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 8, 9, 1 4, 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Watanabe et al (US 3,963,950). 

Regarding claim 8, Watanabe et al. disclose a stator of an electric machine 
comprising: an autonomous cooling circuit (10, 10', 11 and 11' in Figs. 1 and 3), means 
for sealing (tube 6) the cooling circuit with respect to a rotor of the electric machine, a 
magnetic circuit comprising slots (slots accommodate windings 2 as shown in Fig. 4), 
and a winding (2) arranged in the slots, wherein the stator comprises a two part 
magnetic circuit (as shown in Figs. 1 and 4, the first part of the magnetic circuit is back 
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iron 1 to form magnetic return patli and the second part is the windings 2) whose parts 
are separated by a fluid tight shell (resin 5 and 13). 

Regarding claim 9, Watanabe et al. disclose a stator of an electric machine 
wherein the shell (5 and 13 in Fig. 2) is of tubular shape and is centered around an axis 
of revolution of the electric machine. 

Regarding claim 14, Watanabe et al. disclose a stator of an electric machine 
wherein the shell (26) is formed by a coating (covering) of one of the stacks of 
laminations. 

Regarding claim 20, Watanabe et al. disclose a stator wherein the fluid-tight shell 
(3 and 13) forms part of the cooling circuit sealing means (it is inherent that Insulator 5 
made of plastic material and resin 5 help to seal cooling flow). 

Regarding claim 21 , Watanabe et al. disclose a stator wherein the cooling circuit 
comprises passages through which coolant flows, the passages being disposed within 
the slots (Fig. 4 shows passage 7 is between the slots). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claim 17 is allowed. 

5. Claims 10-13, 15, 16, 18 and 19 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if claims 15 and 18 are rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 

claims. 

6. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 
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Regarding claimi 5, the prior art of record does not show a stator of an electric 
machine as written in claim 9 wherein the magnetic circuit comprises a first stack of 
laminations produced outside the shell and a second stack of laminations produced 
inside the shell. 

Regarding claim 17, the prior art of record does not show a stator of an electric 
machine comprising a magnetic circuit comprising slots, a first stack of laminations 
disposed outside the shell and a second stack of laminations disposed inside the shell. 

Regarding claim 18, the prior art of record does not show a stator of an electric 
machine as written in claim 8 wherein the stator comprises a two part magnetic circuit 
comprised of a major magnetic core portion disposed outboard of the fluid-tight shell 
and a smaller minor magnetic core portion disposed inboard of the fluid-tight shell. 

Response to Arguments 
7. Applicant's arguments filed 4/14/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. The applicant's argument is on the ground that the reference the 
Examiner relies on, Watanabe, fails to show layers 5 and 13 are fluid tight because of 
the absent of explicit disclosure and pipes 6 is a cooling circuit by itself, therefore pipe 6 
can not be a seal mean. The Examiner respectfully disagrees with the Applicant 
because the drawings are used to describe the structure. Layers 5 and 13 are made of 
liquid proof material such as plastic or resin and the drawing show no intermittent, 
perforated or unseal at the ends, therefore layers 5 and 13 are indeed fluid tight. 
Moreover, it is clear that the cooling circuit of Watanabe is the flow of fluid through the 
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stator and tube is tlie sealing means. For the reasons explained above, the rejection is 
still deemed proper. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hanh N Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2031 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner 's 
supervisor, Darren Schuberg, can be reached on (571) 272-2044. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (571) 
273-8300 for regular communications and (571 ) 273-8300 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1000. 

HNN 

July 14, 2008 

/Nguyen N Hanh/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2834 


